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Disqualification of Judge for Cause, 50 Am. Jur. Proof of Facts 3d 449 
Dealing with Judges and Court Personnel, 55 Am. Jur. Trials 443§ 41 (Motions to have judges disqualified for prejudice 
or bias) 
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Forms relating to disqualification of judge, generally, see Am. Jur. Pleading and Practice Forms, Judges; Am. Jur. Pleading 
and Practice Forms, Venue [Westlaw®(r) Search Query] 


Although litigants are not afforded the judge of their choice,! the right to disqualify a judge is one of the keystones of the court's 


legal administrative edifice.” Courts adhere to a rule of liberal construction in favor of the right to disqualify a judge,” although 
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the right to challenge an assigned judge is not unlimited,’ and parties are not permitted to manipulate the rules of procedure 


in order to obtain a favorable judge.” 


In some jurisdictions, it is sufficient merely to file an affidavit to disqualify a judge,° while in others provision is made for a 
hearing.” Some jurisdictions permit, under certain circumstances, a party to challenge an assigned judge peremptorily, without 


regard to cause. A judge may also self-disqualify sua sponte.” 


Remedies to prevent a disqualified judge from acting are, where available, prohibition!” and mandamus. '! 
Although a change of venue on the basis of judicial disqualification is not the rule in some jurisdictions, in other jurisdictions 


statutes have been enacted providing for a change of venue on the ground of judicial disqualification. 12 A motion for change 
of venue was not construed as a motion for recusal, where the movant's justification for the motion arose largely out of alleged 
comments made by the judge which were not apparent in the record, and the remaining comments occurred after the motion 


had been denied. 1? 
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